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NEBRASKA  AND  KANSAS. 


SPEECH 


SENATOE  DOUGLAS, 

IN  THE  SENATE,  MAY  8,  1854, 

vmdicatio7i  of  his  character  and  of  his  'position  on  the  Nebraska-Kansas  hill' 


Mr.  DOUGLAS  said: 

Mr.  President:  I  have  been  charged  with  the 
presentation  of  a  remonstrance,  purporting  to  be 
signed,  and  I  have  no  doubt  the  names  were  ap- 
pended, by  authority,  of  a  large  number  of  the 
clergymen  of  the  northwestern  States,  against  the 
passage  of  the  Nebrasica  bill.  I  have  not  counted 
ihe  names:  but  there  is  a  memorandum  at  the 
foot  of  the  remonstrance,  stating  that  it  is  signed 
by  five  hundred  and  four.  This  protest  is  a  copy 
of  the  one  presented  some  time  ago  from  New 
England,  with  the  exception  that  the  words  "in 
the  name  of  Almighty  God"  are  stricken  out,  and 
the  words  "as  citizens,"  as  well  as  ministers  of 
the  Gospel,  are  inserted  in  their  place.  Appended 
to  the  protest  is  a  letter  to  authenticate  the  paper. 
All  the  names  seem  to  be  in  the  handwriting  of 
one  man,  and  the  letter  is  appended  for  the  pur- 
pose of  showing  that  th'i  document  is  genuine. 
I  will  read  the  letter: 

Chicago,  April  29,  1S54. 
"  I  certify  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  a  protest 
of  twenty-five  clergymen  ot  Chicago,  adopted  at  a 
meeting  held  March  27,  1854,  to  be  addressed  to 
the  Senate  and-House  of  Representatives.  A  com- 
mittee was  appointed  at  said  meeting,  of  which 
I  was  made  chairman,  to  receive  and  engross  the 
,  names  of  other  ministers  in  this  region  wishing  to 
sign  the  protest.  The  names  attached,  over  five 
hundred  in  number,  have  been  received,  and  I 
here  transmit  them.  Thsy  are  still  daily  coming 
in.  As  similar  protests  are,  however,  being  cir- 
■  culated  in  various  parts  of  the  northwest,  already, 
as  we  understand,  embracing  hundreds  of  signa- 
tures, it  is  thought  best  not  to  detain  this  docu- 
ment longer.  We  send  the  protest,  dear  sir,  to 
you,  and  respectfully  ask  you  to  present  it, to  the 
Senate  at  your  earliest  convenience. 

A.  M.  STEWART,  Chairman:' 
It  may  appear  a  little  remarkable  at  first  view, 
that  it  should  be  deemed  necessary  or  important 
to  certify  that  the  paper  now  presented,  is  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  the  one  adopted  by  the  meeting 
of  twenty-five  clergymen  at  Chicago,  when  this 


purports  to  come  from  five  hundred  and  four  cler- 
gymen ot  the  various  northwestern  States.  The 
real  point  of  that  memorandum,  which  is  to  go 
upon  our  files,  is  this:  I  replied,  in  a  letter  which 
some  senators  may  have  seen,  to  the  proceedings 
of  those  twenty-five  clergymen.  In  my  letter  I 
set  out  their  protest,  word  for  word,  as  I  had  re- 
ceived it  through  the  mail.  By  a  close  comparison, 
I  find  that  there  is  a  material  variance  betweea 
the  protest  now  presented  and  the  one  copied  into 
my  letter.  The  variance  was  this:  In  the  first  the 
signers  protest  in  the  name  of  "Almighty  God," 
while  in  the  latter,  they  protest  in  their  own  names,  _ 
as  "citizens  and  as  ministers  of  the  Gospel."  If 
I  should  now  present  this  modified  protest,  to» 
gether  with  the  certificate  of  the  chairman  of  the 
meeting  that  it  was  identical  in  terms  with  the 
other,  without  any  explanation  or  statement  of  the 
facts,  it  would  enable  those  who  felt  so  disposed 
to  fasten  upon  me  the  charge,  which  has  beem 
elsewhere  made,  of  having  falsified  the  proceed- 
ings of  that  meeting.  For  this  reason,  sir,  I  deem 
it  my  duty,  in  order  to  acquit  myself  of  th";  charge, 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  facts. 

In  my  regular  mail  I  received  a  printed  slip  in  a 
letter  envelope  from  Chicago,  containing  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  meeting  referred  to.  attested  and 
authenticated  by  the  names  of  the  chairman  and 
secretary.  The  material  proceedings  consisted  of 
a  protest  against  the  Nebraska  bill  and  four  reso- 
lutions. The  protest  bore  the  signatures  of  twen- 
ty-five clergymen,  most  of  whom  I  knew  to  be 
ministers  of  the  Gospel  in  the  city  of  Chicago;  and 
the  whole  was  attested  by  the  names  of  the  chair- 
man and  secretary  in  their  official  capacity  as  stick, 
both  of  whom  were  also  clergymen.  Under  these 
circumstances,  had  I  any  reason  to  doubt  but  what 
these  proceedings  were  authentic  and  truly  stated? 
Besides,  in  the  same  mail,  I  received  several  of 
the  daily  papers  of  Chicago,  and  among  them  the 
Tribune  and  Democratic  Fress,  which  I  now  pre- 
sent to  the  Senate,  containing  the  same  proceed- 
ings, and  authenticated  in  the  same  manner.  The 
proceedings  were  received  by  me  in  the  same 


mode  in  which  all  other  memorials  and  petitions 
ars  usually  transmitted.  They  were  published  in 
aiie  daily  papers  where  the  meeting  was  held,  and 
wiere  nearly  all  the  signers  resided.  They  pur- 
jiorled  to  be  authentic  and  official. 

I  now  present  to  the  Senate  a  copy  of  the  Chi- 
c-ago  Daily  Tribune,  of  the  29th  of  March,  and  of 
eie  Chicago  Daily  Democratic  Press,  ot  the  same 
date,  both  anti-Nebra.ska  papers,  and  each  con- 
Saining  the  protest  in  precisely  the  same  language 
BH  which  it  is  set  forth  in  my  printed  letter  in  re- 
ply. I  ask  each  senator  to  compare  the  two,  and 
satisfy  himself  on  this  point,  in  order  that  it  may 
ibe  made  clearly  and  conclusively  to  appear  that 
"whatever  change  or  modification  has  been  made 
ED  that  paper  was  made  at  Chicago  and  not  in 
Washington,  and  that  there  is  no  excuse  or  pre 
text  for  charging  the  variance  on  me.  I  will  now 
iread  the  protest  and  the  four  resolutions  from  one 
©flhose  papers,  of  the  29th  of  March,  sent  to  me : 

To  the  honorable  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
Sives  cf  tlie  United  States,  in  Congress  assembled: 

The  undersigned,  clergymen  of  different  religi- 
©as  denominations  in  the  northwestern  States,  as 
•tatoeas  and  as  ministers  of  the  Gospel  of  Jesus 
Ciirist,  hereby,  in  the  name  of  i^.lmighty  God,  and 
EB  iis  presence,  do  solemnly  protest  against  the 
gassage  of  what  is  known  as  the  "  Nebraska  bill," 
ispjany  repeal  or  modification  of  existing  legal  pro- 
&S>3tions  of  slavery  in  that  part  of  our  national  do- 
imaiK  which  it  is  proposed  to  organize  into  the  Ter- 
ritories of  Nebraska  and  Kansas. 

"We'protesl  against  it  as  a  great  moral  wrong; 
as  a  breach  of  faith  eminently  injurious  to  the 
aiiOTal  principles  of  the  community,  and  subversive 
©fail  confidence  in  national  engagements;  as  a 
Eseasure  full  of  danger  to  the  peace  and  even  ex- 
Esteace  of  our  beloved  Union,  and  exposure  of  the 
CK-ileous  judgments  of  the  Almighty. 

And  your   protestants,  as   in   duty  bound,  will 


Henry  Klamer, 
A,  Kenyon, 
.lames  E.  Wilson, 
C.  Wentz, 

George  L.  Mulfinger 
Thompson  Guyer, 
K,.  H.  Richardson, 
S.  Bolles, 
J.  V.  Watson, 
W.  A.  Nicholas, 
Joseph  H.  Leonard, 
J.  McNamara. 


I.  M.  Weed, 
J.  Sinclair, 
E.  M.  Gammon, 
J®hn  C.  Holbrook, 
N.  H.  Eggleston, 
Paul  Andersen, 
Harvey  Custis, 
John  Clark, 
R.  F.  Shinn, 
Luther  Stone, 
A.  W.  Henderson, 
Fitch. 


Then  the  paper  continues : 

Tie  following  resolutions  were  adopted  as  ex- 
jp'fissive  of  the  sentiment  entertained  by  the  indi- 
-widuals  present : 

=^lst.  That  the  ministry  is  the  divirlely-appoint- 
(b2  iostitution  for  the  declaration  and  enforcement 
©f  God's  will  upon  all  points  of  moral  and  religious 
Itrath,  and  that,  as  such,  it  is  their  duty  to  reprove, 
B®buke,  and  exhort,  with  all  authority  and  doc- 
tsiae.' 

"2(1.  That,  while'we  disclaim  all  desire  to  inter- 
fere in  questions  of  war  and  policy,  or  to  mingle 
iaatlje  conflicts  of  political  parties,  it  is  our  duty  to 
Eeeognise  tbe  moral  bearing  of  such  questions  and 
eonilicts,  and  to  proclaim,  in  reference  thereunto, 
BSD  less  than  to  other  departments  of  human  inter- 
«fc58,  the  principle  of  inspired  truth  and  obligation. 

•^Sd.  That  in  our  office  as  ministers,  we  have 


lost  none  of  our  prerogatives  nor  escaped  our  re- 
sponsibilities as  citizens,  and  that  in  the  relation 
which  we  bear  to  God  andihe  church,  we  find 
the  highest  reasons  for  fidelity  in  those  which  we 
bear  to  the  State  and  to  our  fellow-men. 

"4th.  That,  in  the  debate  recently  held  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  upon  the  presentation 
of  the  memorial  of  the  clergy  of  New  England, 
we  greatly  deplore  the  apparent  want  of  courtesy 
and  reverence  towards  man  and  God,  manifest  es- 
pecially in  the  speeches  of  the  senators  from  Illi- 
nois and  Indiana,  and  that  we  regard  the  whole 
tone  and  spirit  of  that  debate,  on  the  part  of  the 
opponents  of  said  memorial,  as  an  outrage  upon 
the  privileges  of  a  large  and  respectable  body  of 
citizens,  upon  the  dignity  of  the  Senate,  and  upon 
the  claims  of  the  divine  name,  word,  and  institu- 
tions, to  which  we  owe  our  profoundest  honor  and 
reverence."' 

These  resolutions  were  passed  with  but  one 
dissenting  voice. 

It  was  further  resolved  that  the  above  protest 
should  be  published  in  the  religious  and  secular 
papers  in  the  northwest ;  and,  to  accomplish  this 
object,  that  the  editors  of  our  city  papeis  request 
their  exchanges  to  reprint  it. 

The  various  ministers  who  may  feel  disposed  to 
sign  the  protest,  are  requested  to  send  their  names 
to  Philo  Carpenter,  esq.,  Chicago,  Illinois. 

Communications  to  be  post-paid. 

A.  M.  STEWART,  Chairman. 

J.  McNamara,  Secretary. 

I  never  dreamt  that  there  was  a  variance  be- 
tween their  memorial  as  published  and  the  real 
memorial,  or  any  mistake  or  error  in  it,  until  after 
I  had  published  my  letter  and  saw  replies,  over  the 
signature  of  "One  of  the  Twenty-five,"  written  in 
the  plural  "we,"  as  if  speaking  for  the  whole. 
These  replies,  five  in  number,  were  published  m. 
the  ChicJBgo  Daily  I'ribune,  being  one  of  the  same 
papers  which  I  have  exhibited  to  the  Senate  as 
containing  the  published  proceedings  in  the  precise 
form  to  which  I  replied  to  them.  In  their  re- 
joinder, speaking  of  my  letter,  they  say: 

"It  bears  the  marks  of  considerable  care  in  its 
preparation,  and  yet  it  abounds  in  errors  of  fact 
and  interpretation,  while  a  considerable  portion  of 
it  is  directed  against  expressions  ascribed  lo  the 
clergy  of  Chicago  ivhich  they  never  employed!  The 
spirit  manifested  by  the  senator  is  exceedingly  ob- 
jectionable, his  letter  breathing  the  most  violent 
hostility  to  the  ministry,  and  displaying  a  most  of- 
fensive arrogance  in  pronouncing  upon  its  rights 
and  in  prescribing  its  duties  and  sphere  of  action, 
while  wartiily  repudiating  a  similar  alleged  attempt, 
of  the  clergy  to  interfere  with  the  rights  and  duties 
of  his  own  profession." 

It  is  not  my  purpose,  at  this  time,  to  comment 
on  what  they  say  in  regard  to  the  spirit  of  my  let- 
ter and  its  manifestation  of  bad  temper,  of  hostility 
to  the  clergy  or  to  religion.  I  am  sure  that  no  fair- 
minded  man  in  the  Senate  or  elsewhere,  after  a 
careful  reading  of  my  letter,  will  assert  that  there 
is  the  evidence  of  any  such  spirit  in  it,  or  any 
word  that  was  uncourteous  or  unkind  to  any  one, 
or  disrespectful  to  man,  or  wanting  in  reverence 
for  God.  I  believe  that  even  the  newspapers  op- 
posed to  me,  and  those  who  have  assailed  me 
most  fiercely  upon  all  other  points,  have  done  me 
and  the  cause  of  truth  the  justice  to  admit  that 
the  language,  tone,  and  spirit  of  my  letter  were 
courteous,   respectful,  and   reverential.      I   now 


submit  the  question  to  tiie  Senate  and  to  the  coun- 
try, and  invite  the  criticism  of  all  men,  i'rienj  and 
foe,  upon  this  point.  I  am  willing  to  abide  the 
verdict  of  the  country,  and  especially  of  the 
Christian  community,  v/hether  the  assaults  upon 
me,  or  my  vindication  against  those  assaults, 
evince  the  greatest  degree  of  forbearance,  modera- 
tion, charily,  and  Christian  kindness. 

The  point,  however,  to  which  I  was  inviting  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  was  this  :  that  these  gentle- 
men charge  me  with  having  "ascribed  expres- 
sions TO  THE  CLERGY  OF  CHICAGO  WHICH  THEY 
NEVER  E.MPLOYED." 

Again  in  the  same  communication: 

"Mr.  Douglas  ascribes  to  the  Chicago  clergy 
language  which  they  never  vsed,  and  then  severely 
reprimands  them  for  employing  it. 

****** 

"  Now,  it  is  a  curious  fact,  that  what  Judge 
Douglas  charges  the  Chicago  clergy  with  doing  is 
just  xvhat  they  did  not  do.  '  After  reading  the  de- 
bate, and  seeing  the  nature  of  the  objections  to  the 
New  England  protest,'  the  Chicago  clergy  'inter- 
polated,' to  use  his  language,  in  the  New  England 
protest  the  words  '  as  citizens,'  and  omitted  the 
offensive  phrase,  '  in  the  name  of  Almighty  God,' 
and  thus  amended,  adopted  the  New  England  form, 
thus  avoiding  entirely  the  alleged  error  of  the  first 
remonstrance,  and  protesting  in  their  own  names. 
May  we  not  reciprocate  Judge  Douglas's  own  lan- 
guage in  reference  to  the  New  England  clergy, 
and  suggest  that  he  did  not  know  what  he  was 
writing  about  ?" 

I  presume  you  will  find  in  fifty  places,  in  the  re- 
plies of  the  Chicago  clergymen  to  me,  the  words 
."falsehood,"  "fraud,"  "misrepresentation,"  "will- 
ful misrepresentation,"  "cunning  trick,"  and  eve- 
ry other  epithet  that  could  be  conceived  with  ref- 
erence to  the  point  that  1  had  not  published  their 
protest  truly.  Now,  sir,  what  is  the  variance  ?  In 
the  protest,  set  out  in  my  letter,  and  to  which  I 
replied,  the  words  "  in  the  name  of  Almighty  God" 
were  contained,  showing  that  they  professed  to 
speak  in  the  name  of  God,  and  by  His  authority.  In 
the  remonstrance  which  they  have  now  sent  to 
me,  those  words  are  omitted.  That  is  the  differ- 
ence. 

After  seeing  the  denials  to  which  I  have  referred, 
I  wrote  to  Chicago  to  ascertain  how  the  mistake 
occurred.  My  letters  inform  me  that  the  facts  are 
these  :  The  meeting  was  held  on  the  day  stated, 
the  27th  of  March.  The  proceedings  of  the  meet- 
ing v.'ere  furnished  by  the  secretary  to  the  Chicago 
Tribune,ihe  paper  which  they  have*  selected  as 
their  organ.  They  were  printed  at  the  Tribune 
office  ;  slips  were  sent  to  the  other  papers  ;  and 
the  slip  sent  to  me  contained  the  proceedings  of 
that  meeting,  as  furnished  by  the  secretary.  But 
after  the  publication,  and  when  the  community 
condemned  the  blasphemy  of  the  protest,  and  these 
clergymen  found  that  their  ©wn  congregations 
would  not  submit  to  it,  one  of  tl^em  called  upon 
the  editor,  took  back  the  proceedings,  alleged  that 
there  was  an  error  in  them,  struck  out  those 
words,  and  had  the  proceedings  republished  as 
corrected,  but  did  not  send  the  republication  to  me, 
and  I  never  knew  of  it  until  I  wrote  to  Chicago 
for  the  facts.  I  do  not  complain  of  their  with- 
drawing the  expression  referred  to.  I  am  glad 
they  did  so.  I  am  glad  they  saw  the  error  which 
theyhad  committed,  and  corrected  it.  But,  sir,  I 
submit  to  you  whether  it  was  right  for  men,  fair- 
minded   men,   whatever    their    profession,    after 


changing  their  memorial,  to  come  out  and  charge 
me  with  fraud,  because  I  replied  to  it  it  in  the  laat- 
guage  in  which  they  sent  it  to  me.  I  admit  thestr 
right  to  make  the  modification.  It  was  their 
duty  to  make  that  modification.  But  why  perse- 
vere in  a  charge  running  through  five  numbers  of 
a  newspaper,  over  the  signature  of  "  One  of  tte 
Twenty-five,"  endeavoring  to  fasten  fraud  ujK>a 
me,  when  I  have  evidence  to  prove  that  they  pab- 
lished  their  memorial  in  the  shape  in  which  1"  aa- 
swered  it "?  I  received  it  from  them  in  that  skape« 
I  answered  it  as  I  found  it ;  and  if  they  have  di&~ 
covered  their  error,  and  corrected  it,  they  oagbli 
to  acknowledge  the  fact,  instead  of  charging  fraiiii 
on  me.  I  make  no  charge  against  them  ;  I  axa 
only  vindicating  myself  But,  as  far  as  I  can  see, 
the  only  change  was  in  these  words.  Now,  let 
me  go  a  little  further,  and  assume  that  these^worda, 
"in  the  name  of  Almighty  God,"  got  into  ffaezr 
memorial  by  mistake;  why  did  they  not  call  upom 
the  editor  of  their  paper,  who  published  it,  to  ex* 
plain  how  that  mistake  occurred,  instead  ofcfearg-- 
ing  it  upon  me  ? 

Again,  sir,  if  there  was  a  mistake  in  that  mema- 
rial,  and  if  they  never  did  use  that  language,  as  is 
asserted  in  these  papers,  how  is  it  that  we  iwi- 
Ihat  they  adopted  the  fourth  resolution,  which,  i 
have  read?  That  fourth  resolution  is  in  these 
words  : 

"  That  in  the  debate  recently  held  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  upon  the  presentation  of  tfa.e 
memorial  of  the  clergy  of  New  England,  w<s 
greatly  deplore  the  apparent  want  of  courtesy- 
and  reverence  towards  God  and  man,  manifesl&d 
in  ihe  speeches  o/ fAe  senators  from  Illinois  acd 
Indiana,  and  we  regard  the  whole  tone  and  spidt 
of  the  debate  as  an  outrage,"  &c. 

Now,  sir,  what  was  the  tone  and  spirit  of  tke 
debate,  so  far  as  I  was  concerned  upon  that  me- 
morial ?  I  made  one  criticism  upon  it,  and  hat 
one.  The  criticism  which  I  made  was,  that  it  af- 
fected to  speak  in  the  name  of  the  Almighty,  itt- 
stead  of  the  memorialists  speaking  in  their  owa. 
names  as  men.  The  Senate  will  bear  me  witness 
that  this  was  the  point,  and  the  only  point,  whLsfe 
I  made  upon  the  memorial  from  New  Englaadi. 
These  clergymen  now  say,  in  their  reply  to  me, 
that,  having  discovered  that  objection  as  heimg 
made,  they  obviated  it  by  omitting  the  objectioffir 
able  words  in  this  memorial,  and  thus  avoided  £&« 
offensive  expression.  If  they  did,  they  acknow- 
ledged that  my  criticism  upon  the  New  Engla®^ 
memorial  was  just;  they  sanctioned  it  by  their 
action  ;  they  acted  under  my  criticism  ;  and  tkey 
therefor*  approved  of  my  course.  If  so,  why  dM 
they  pass  a  resolution,  at  the  same  meeting,  cen- 
suring me  for  pointing  out  the  objection,  whieb 
they  acknowledge  did  exist  ? 

Is  it  not  clear  that  this  resolution  must  have 
been  inserted  in  the  proceedings  by  mistake  alss?? 
Surely  it  is  not  to  be  presumed  that  they  would 
condemn  me  for  pointing  out  an  objection  whiefe 
they  acknowledged  to  have  been  well  taken,  andi 
in  obedience  to  which  they  modified  and  regulated 
their  own  action  !  If  the  words,  "  in  the  name  of 
Almighty  God,"  whereby  the  signers  of  that  pro- 
test were  made  to  speak  in  the  name  and  by  aa~ 
thority  of  the  Deily,  were  inserted  by  mistake." 
and  if  the  same  words  were  stricken  out,  in  obe- 
dience to  my  suggestion,  certainly  the  resolutioc 
must  have  been  intended  as  a  vote  of  commeuda- 
tion  instead  of  censure.  When  this  correction, 
shall  also  have  been  made,  I  shall  deem  it  ms? 


} 


duty  to  call  their  attention  to  the  first  resolution, 
which  seems  to  have  been  adopted  by  them  on 
the  same  occasion : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  ministry  is  the  divinely  ap- 
pointed institution  for  the  declaration  and  en- 
forcement of  God's  will  upon  all  points  of  moral 
and  religious  tf  uth  ;  and  that,  as  such,  it  is  their 
duty  to  reprove,  rebuke,  and  exhort,  with  all  au- 
thority and  doctrine.' 

Now,  sir,  if  they  did  not  claim  the  right  to  speak 
in  the  name  of  the  Almighty,  if  it  was  a  slander  to 
attribute  any  such  purpose  to  them,  is  it  not  clear 
that  I  his  resolution  also  was  a  mistake  ?  It  is  here 
asserted  that  they  were  a  divinely-appointed  insti- 
tution for  the  declaration  and  enforcement  of 
God's  will,  and  that,  too,  with  reference  to  the 
Nebraska  bill,  for  it  was  adopted  at  an  anti-Ne- 
braska meeting. 

Sir,  it  is  very  clear  that,  if  the  expression  alluded 
to  was  a  mistake  in  the  protest,  the  same  mistake 
runs  through  each  and  every  one  oi  the  resolu- 
tions. But,  sir,  it  is  no  object  of  mine  to  investi- 
gate the  point  whether  they  made  a  mistake  or 
not.  That  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
ihe  senate  is,  the  fact  that  they  charge  me  with 
the  falsification  of  their  proceedings,  when  I  show 
that  they  were  published  in  their  own  organ,  pub- 
lished at  their  own  residence,  furnished  by  their 
own  secretary,  in  the  very  form  in  which  they 
were  sent  to  me  ;  and  that  I  replied  to  them  in  the 
precise  language  in  which  I  received  them.  In 
fact  I  cut  out  the  printed  resolutions  as  they  were 
sent  to  me,  and  pasted  them  in  the  manuscript  of 
my  reply,  and  the  letter,  as  published,  was  set  up 
In  that  way.  I  did  not  suppose  that  there  was  any 
error  in  their  published  proceedings.  If  there  was, 
ihey,  knowing  it,  should  have  acknowledged  it 
themselves,  as  fair  men,  instead  of  charging  fraud 
upon  me. 

Mr.  President,  they  have  pursued  this  course  by 
irmliiplying  the  charge  over  and  over  again.  Re- 
ferring to  my  letter,  the  replies  say : 

"He  says,  alluding  to  the  action  of  the  clerical 
meeting,  in  reference  to  the  Nebraska  queston, 
'  these  proceedings  consist  of  a  protest  in  the  name 
of  Almighty  God  against  the  passage  of  the  Ne 
braska  bill.'  Now,  the  fact  is,  they  consist  of  no 
swell  thingP 

Is  that  a  frank  way  of  answering,  when  they  had 
taken  back  their  proceedings  and  corrected  them, 
tut  liad  not  sent  me  the  correction  ?     But  again  : 

"The  language  actually  used  by  the  Chicago 
clergy  is,  '  the  undersigned,  clergymen  of  the  dif 
ferent  religious  denominations  in  the  northwestern 
States,  as  citizens,  and  as  ministers  of  the  Gospel 
of  Jesus  Christ,  hereby  do  solemnly  protest,'  &c. 

"  Now,  how  are  we  to  regard  the  course  of  the 
senator  in  thus  misrepresenting  the  course  of  the 
Chicago  clergy,  and  falsifying  their  language  'i 
Will  it  be  said  that  no  official  report  was  in  his 
^possession  of  the  actual  proceedings  of  the  meet- 
iing?  Then  what  right  had  he  tp  review  those 
proceedings'?  But  if  an  official  report  was  in  his 
possession,  then  he  is  guilty  of  falsifying  the  action 
of  the  meeting.  Which  horn  of  the  dilemma  will 
we  take?" 

The  same  charge  runs  through  all  the  proceed- 
ings and  their  replie-  to  my  letter.  Now,  I  have 
shown  that  I  had  their  official  proceedings,  attested 
by  twenty-five  clergymen,  with  that  language  in, 
certified  by  their  president  and  by  their  secreta- 
ry,   I  exhibit  the  authentic  copy  in   the  paper  of 


I  that  day  to  the  Senate  ;  and  still  they  charge  me 
with  having  falsified  their  proceedings.  I  submit, 
again,  if  this  is  the  kind  of  treatment  that  we  are  to 
expect  from  fair-minded  men  ?  I  speak  not  o(  min- 
isters of  the  Gospel,  but  of  any  fair-minded  men. 

If  they  had  said  they  had  concluded  to  change 
their  proceedings  afterwards,  if  they  had  said  the 
printer  had  made  a  mistake,  that  it  was  by  acci- 
dent it  was  published  and  sent  forth  in  that  way, 
I  should  at  once  have  addressed  a  note  to  the 
public  stating  that  I  had  no  doubt  it  was  a  mere 
error,  and  that  I  wished  to  do  them  the  justice  of 
correcting  it.  But.  sir,  I  show  that  if  there  was 
any  error,  it  was  theirs,  and  not  mine.  If  there 
was  any  fraud,  it  was  theirs,  not  mine.  Whatever 
injustice  was  done,  was  done  by  them  and  not  by 
me.  I  wish  them  to  understand  that  I  misrepre- 
sent no  man  knowingly;  and,  while  I  am  always 
ready  and  happy  to  make  the  correction  the  in- 
stant I  discover  that  I  am  in  error,  I  do  not  permit 
any  body  of  men,  whatever  their  profession,  to 
convert  their  own  blunders  or  mistakes  into 
crimes,  and  then  charge  them  upon  me,  so  long  as 
I  have  the  means  and  evidence  of  self  vindication, 
which,  in  this  instance,  they  have  fortunately 
placed  in  my  hands. 

But,  sir,  inasmuch  as  these  gentlemen  have 
made  so  prominent  an  issue  upon  that  point,  and 
have  sent  a  certificate  to  fasten  the  charge  upon 
me,  and  put  it  on  the  files  ot  the  Senate,  in  which 
they  repudiate  the  idea  that  they  would  be  guilty 
of  the  blasphemy  of  spieaking  in  the  name  of  the 
Almighty  upon  a  political  question,  I  will  read  a 
few  extracts  from  a  sermon  delivered  by  one  of 
these  twenty-five  preachers  in  the  North  Presby- 
terian church  of  Chicago,  on  Sunday,  the  5lh  day 
ot  March  last,  iu  reference  to  this  same  Nebraska 
measure.  The  sermon  to  which  I  refer,  was  de- 
livered by  the  Rev.  R.  H.  Richardson,  who  is  one 
of  the  signers  of  the  protest,  and  participated  in 
the  proceedings  of  the  meeting,  and  is  represented 
by  my  informant  as  the  person  who  withdrew  the 
proceedings,  and  made  the  changes  and  modifica- 
tions to  which  I  have  referred,  after  those  pro- 
ceedings had  been  published  in  the  daily  papers  of 
Chicago  and  sent  to  me  in  the  manner  I  have 
stated.    The  extract  is  as  follows: 

"  The  Gospel  minister  has  nothing  to  do  person- 
ally or  officially  in  the  actual  conflicts  of  politi- 
cal parties,  except  in  quietness  to  exercise  the 
right  and  fulfil!  the  duty  of  the  citizen,  from 
which  he  is  no  more  exempt  than  any  other  man. 
He  may  not  from  the  sacred  desk  discuss  the 
claims  of  rival  candidates  nor  specific  questions 
of  mere  cwW  policy.  He  may  not  mingle  with 
the  excited  crowd  in  the  club-room  or  around  the 
stump  and  the  hustings.  But,  whether  in  the  pul- 
pit or  elsewhere,  it  is  his  province  to  proclaim  the 
broad  principles  of  Christian  truth  and  duty,  in 
reference  to  this  as  to  every  other  sphere  of  hu- 
man interest.  He  is  to  receive  the  word  at  God's 
mouth  avd  proclaim  it  to  the  people ;  and,  unless 
God  has  said  nothing  in  reference  to  the  recipro- 
cal rights  and  duties  of  the  rulers  and  the  ruled, 
he  has  no  authority  whatever  to  be  silent  in  re- 
gard to  them.  National  morality  and  religion  are 
more  or  less  involved  in  almost  all  questions  of 
national  policy.  In  some  of  them  the  political  in- 
terests of  the  question  are  as  nothing  in  compari- 
son with  the  moral;  and  it  is  in  this  latter  aspect 
they  force  themselves  upon  the  notice  of  those 
who  are  authorized  by  God  liimself  and  in  his 
noAne  to  reprove-,  rebuke,  exhort,  with  all  authority 
and  doctrine^ 


H^ifi  jou  find,  sir,  one  of  these  same  clergymen 
iSedaring  that  he  veoeived  '■Hhe  -words  at  God's 
ismaiaA-,"  and  proclaims  it  to  the  people  as  such,  and 
llfiBnefcefs  ^'-autliorized  by  God  himself ,  and  in  his 
iSBSMi?,  TO  reprove,  rebuke,  exhort,  with  all  autJiority 
eatid  doctrine  ;''  and  yet  that  same  clergyman  now 
KliBj-g^es  upon  me  a  fraud,  because,  when  I  an- 
swered their  proceedings,  I  attributed  that  lan- 
jgwaige  to  them !  Here  is  his  printed  sermon,  de- 
Kirared  in  Chicago  on  Sunday,  the  5th  of  March, 
3s»d  furnished  for  publication  in  pamphlet  form  by 
Mm  at  the  request  of  several  abolitionists,  whose 
letteT  is  here  printed  by  way  of  preface.  I  wish 
*»  isee  whether  these  things  have  all  occurred  by 
sssslafce — whether  they  made  the  mistake,  first,  in 
SSter  protest ;  next,  in  each  of  the  resolutions;  and 
thsim,  in  their  sermons,  in  the  pulpit  on  the  holy 
S^liaih  day.  If  so.  they  should  be  a  little  cau- 
teomsiiow  they  make  su<'li  mistakes,  because  mis- 
taiiBSi  in  the  pulpit  are  serious  things.  I  wish  to 
cal  atSention  to  some  other  extracts  from  this 
seisB-on.  as  specimens  of  that  peculiar  kind  of  ora- 
tssTf  which  distinguishes  the  preacher  when  he 
aSssattons  his  appropriate  sphere,  neglects  his  flock 
aa^&is  ministerial  duties,  and  turns  politician  un- 
iftrar  the    lead  of  the  abolition   confederates.    He 

**We  may  say  again  what  God  said  long  ago  : 
•Wo  unto  them  that  decree  unrighteous  decrees,' 
and  ihe  people  to  ichwii  we  speak  can  cor  vert  this 
jpir^^ecy  into  history,  as  it  has  been  so  often  convert- 
ted  before,  in  the  condemnation  anA  disgrace  oi  ihose 
leho  are  guilty  of  the  great  transgressions." 

Here  the  object  was  distinctly  announced.  The 
•^opbecy"  was  to  be  -converted  into  history." 
"Shs  people  were  invited  to  do  this  by  the  '■^con- 
demnation and  disgrace  of  those  who  are  guilty  of 
aiie  grreat  transgression."  He  then  proceeded  tq 
t&clare  that  the  Nebraska  bill  was  the  great  crime, 
sesA  I  the  transgressor.  The  people  were  thus 
advised  from  the  pulpit  to  take  steps  to  disgrace 
MS*?.  Well,  sir.  the  people  of  Chicago  took  the 
SaiKl;  and  it  wa^*  not  a  long  time  before  some  of 
SSicm  had  me  burning  in  effigy  on  the  public  square, 
in  o/der  that  this  prophecy  might  be  converted  into 
MsSiOry  by  the  condemnation  and  disgrace  of  the 
Si»!S5f»on3  against  whom  these  fulminations  were 
terled  from  the  pulpit  on  the  Sabbath  day.  It  is 
msft  an  isolated  case.  The  same  result  has  fol- 
I»sw(ed  wherever  the  same  stimulant  was  applied. 
Wi}»erever  the  preacher  has  converted  the  pulpit 
i'saao  5he  hustings,  and  his  congregation  into  a  po- 
Ktscsi  meeting,  and  called  upon  them,  "in  the 
■a-me  of  Almighty  God,"  to  denounce  and  dis- 
Sfjace  me,  there  violence  and  passion  have  reisrn- 
lefi,  wild  excesses  and  disorders  have  prevailed, 
iscMl  hangings  and  burnings  in  effigy  have  been  the 
esjiSey  of  the  day  !  In  all  these  cases,  fanaticism 
Itas  endeavored  to  convert  the  prophecy  into  his- 
lojy..  if  it  be  the  appropriate  office  of  the  pulpit 
8®^iij>  up  angry  passions,  stimulate  excesses,  and 
eswiisarage  violence,  instead  of  inculcating  meek- 
ii<eais,and  peace,  and  charity,  and  good  williowards 
ailfflcjen,  then  it  would  seem  to  be  right  to  urge  the 
jsBople  to  convert  this  prophecy  into  history,  as  it 
ItEB  often  been  done  before.     Again  : 

'^ijet  it  ply  the  public  mind,  and  heart,  and  con- 
»S5eBC€,  with  fact,  argument,  and  appeal.  Let  it 
sessris  all  the  bribes  with  which  patronage  and 
llfaxttsrwonld purchase  its  silence  or  its  speech.  Let 
i&  lay  bare  the  origin  and  objects  of  that  stupen- 
Aaas  fraud  now  contemplated  in  the  councils  of 
tfeeajBtfon.     Let  it  show  the  people  its  true  char- 


acter and  its  bearings  upon  their  own  interests, 
public  and  private.  Let  it  arouse  them  to  speech 
and  action — not  in  blind  fanaticism  and  fury,  but 
in  earnest,  inflexible  resolve,  against  the  consum- 
mation, or  for  the  correction  of  the  intended  evil." 

Would  not  that  sound  very  well,  il  delivered  on 
the  stump?  But,  further,  the  reverend  orator 
says : 

"  And  especially  does  this  duty  devolve  upoa 
you,  my  hearers,  citizens  of  that  State  whose  suf- 
frages have  sent  both  to  the  upper  and  lower 
houses  of  Congress  the  man  to  introduce  this 
curfed  and  iniquitous  bill.  Your  legislature,  too, 
has  endorsed  and  approved  it.  It  becomes  you, 
then,  to  express  your  indignant  and  entire  dissent 
from  ihe  fathers  and  the  spo7isors  of  this  child  of  sin- 
and  shame." 

I  suppose  that  simile  was  used  for  the  benefit 
of  his  lady  hearers,  to  commend  his  discourse  to 
their  approbation.     He  proceeds  : 

"  I  need  scarcely  state  in  formal  terms,  after 
what  has  been  said,  my  own  estimate  of  the  bill 
which  now  absorbs  the  attention  of  Congress  and 
the  nation.  If  such  statement  be  desired,  I  give 
it  in  unequivocal  language  :  that  it  teems  to  me  a 
measure  wrong  in  every  aspect  in  which  it  can  be 
viewed  ;  a  measure  fraught  not  only  with  politi- 
cal evil,  but  di.shonorabla,  unjust,  wicked,  ungod- 
ly ;  contrary  to  the  law  of  God,  and  to  every  un- 
biased moral  judgment  of  man." 

I  do  not  see  exactly  from  what  part  of  the  Bible 
he  derives  that  condemnation;  and,  by  the  way,  I 
must  do  him  the  justice  to  say  that  he  does  not 
profess  to  derive  it  from  the  Bible,  but  he  says  he 
gets  "  the  word  at  God's  mouth,"  and  that  he 
speaks  by  God's  authority  and  in  his  name.  Sir, 
I  have  serious  doubts  whether  he  received  any 
such  word  at  God's  mouth.  I  have  my  doubts 
whether  there  is  any  man  on  earth,  at  this  day. 
authorized  so  to  declare.  I  know  that  we  have 
the  word  of  God  before  us  in  his  Holy  Scriptures. 
I  trust  that  we  all  search  them  carefully  with  the 
view  of  learning  their  true  meaning,  and  of  fol- 
lowing the  divine  law  in  all  things  according  to 
the  revealed  word  of  God.  I  hope  each  of  us  is 
as  competent  to  judge  for  himself  as  either  of  these 
clergymen  is  to  judge  for  us  on  a  political  ques- 
tion. But,  sir,  I  must  proceed  to  some  other 
choice  extracts  : 

"  Where,  then,  I  ask  again,  is  the  necessity  for 
all  the  formal  institutions  of  an  organized  govern- 
ment for  such  a  population  as  this  ?  It  seems  to 
me  that  it  were  hard  to  tell,  and  that  the  reason  for 
the  proposition  trnist  be  sought  i7i  the  desire  to  cre- 
ate neiu  offices  for  th  epatroiiage  of  the  national  Ex- 
ecutive and  the  revjard  of  partisan  serviced 

Well,  sir,  that  is  a  very  charitable  inference  for 
a  minister  of  the  Gospel  to  draw  from  the  actioa 
of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  !  The  latter 
part  of  the  sermon  shows  that  he  knew  at  the 
time  he  delivered  it  that  the  final  vote  iipon  the 
bill  had  been  taken  in  this  body.  He  knew  the 
state  of  the  vote.  He  knew  the  bill  had  beea 
passed  by  the  Senate,  and  by  a  vote  of  more  than 
two  to  one,  including  a  majority  of  the  whigs,  as 
well  as  a  majority  of  the  democrats.  Still,  this 
minister  of  the  Gospel  tells  his  audience,  in  the 
pulpit  on  Sunday  morning,  that  they  must  look 
for  the  motive  of  the  act  to  the  base  purpose  of 
rewarding  partisan  service  by  the  offices  to  be 
created  by  it.  This  may  be  charitable ;  but  I  do 
not  think  it  is  Christian   charity.    I   do  not  think 


it  evinces  that  purity  of  thought  and  purpose  that 
ought  to  pervade  an  honest  man's  mind,  and  es 
pecially  a  minister  of  the  Gospel,  who  should  not 
cherish  antipathy,  hatred,  or  malice  against  any 
one.  The  charge  that  a  majority  of  whig  senators 
voted  for  an  iniquitous  measure,  in  order  to  enable 
a  democratic  President  to  reward  partisan  ser- 
vices, requires  no  answer  from  me.  Referring  to 
myself,  this  Christian  preacher  says: 

"  Has  anything  occurred  since  the  last  session 
of  Congress,  when  the  senator  from  Illinois  intro- 
duced a  bill  for  the  same  object,  but  recognising 
that  policy  as  settled,  and  hinting  at  no  change  '? 
In  all  the  discussions  of  this  subject,  I  have  seen 
MO  reason  given  for  this,  and  I  must  believe  that 
none  can  be  found,  except  in  the  personal  motives 
and  aims  of  political  leaders,  and  especially  of  him 
who  now  brings  forward  this  unexpected  propo- 
sition. Has  the  honorable  senator  seen  new  light  1 
Or  has  his  conscience  smitten  him  for  former  dis- 
regard of  the  rights  of  'squatter  sovereignty'  and 
constitutional  law  V 

The  unfounded  statement  about  my  introdu- 
cing a  bill  last  session  of  Congress  requires  no 
comment  in  this  body.  The  allusion  to  '■  personal 
motives"  and  •'  aims  of  political  leaders"  1  should 
know  how  to  reply  to,  if  a  member  of  the  Senate 
■•^ould  endorse  them.  The  allusion  to  ''smitten 
conscience"  and  "  squatter  sovereignty"  are  pecu- 
liarly eloquent,  and  the  whole  furnish  a  rare  spe- 
cimen ot  Christian  charity  and  meekness.  It  is 
a  new  style  of  pulpit  oratory — one  to  which  I 
have  not  been  accustomed,  and  hence  I  trust  I 
■will  be  excused  for  saying  that  I  do  not  perceive 
its  appropriateness  and  beauty. 

The  reverend  orator  compliments  me  again,  in 
this  polite  language: 

"Surely  this  plea  will  not  avail;  and  even  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Territories,  with 
all  his  rechlessness  and  hardihood,  must  find  some 
better  mask  behind  which  to  hick  \\\q  falsehood  and 
injustice  which  mark  the  features  of  this  bill." 

"  Recklessness,"  "  hardihood,"  "  mask,"  "  hide," 
'•  falsehood,"  and  "  injustice,"  all  in  one  sentence  : 
and  these  words,  we  are  told,  were  received  "at 
God's  mouth .'"     Again,  I  find: 

"But  the  trickof  hiding  his  transgression  behind 
the  legislation  of  a  former  Congress  was  too  low, 
too  pitiful,  to  have  originated  in  the  heart  or  head 
of  any  man  not  lost  to  all  sense  of  honor,  truth, 
and  justice." 

Mr.  BADGER.  Quite  complimentary.  [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.     Very  complimentary  indeed. 
[Renewed  laughter.]     How  Christian  like  !     How 
chaste  for  the  pulpit !     Perhaps  it  was  wise  to  use 
it  in  the   pulpit,    if  it   must   be  used  at  all;  for, 
upon  my  word,  I  know  of  no  other  place  where 
it  could  be  used  wi>h  impunity.     Could  such  lan- 
guage be   used   in  a   decent  gentleman's  house  ; 
could  it  be  used  upon  the  public  street;  could  it  j 
be    used    in  a   public   meeting;  could   it  be  used 
anywhere,  among   gentlemen,  without  dissolving 
all  the   social  relations,  if  it  did  not   lead  to  still  j 
severer  consequences?     I  have  never  been  taught  [ 
that  the  pulpit  was  the  place  where  insult  is  to  be  ! 
poured   forth,   where   epithets   are   to    he  hurled,  i| 
where  slander  can  be  fulminated   with  impunity  ; 
and    for  the  reason  that   it   is  the    pulpit,   and  the 
Sabbath  day,  no  man  can  reply  or  expose  the  false- 
hood.   If  he  attempt  to  expose  it  afterwards,  he  j 
is  accused  of  profanity,  of  infidelity;  and  of  mak 


ing  war  upon  our  holy  religion!  But  again,  sir,  I 
find: 

"But  how  shallow  a  plea,  how  flimsy  a  mask  Is 
this!  If  it  were  not  impossible  to  marvel  much  at 
the  shifts  and  devices  of  those  who  make  polities 
a  trade,  in  which  is  bartered  all  integrity,  and  vir- 
tue, and  good  faith,  to  win  the  objects  of  their  per- 
sonal ambition,  we  might  marvel  greatly  at  this 
resort  of  our  honorable  senator." 

Sir,  this  gentleman  is  one  of  my  constituents, 
but  I  have  never  seen  him.  I  believe  he  ems- 
grated  from  the  town,  or  certainly  from  the  State 
of  my  friend  from  Connecticut*  [Mr.  Toucey]  very 
recently,  so  that  I  have  not  the  honor  of  his  ac- 
quaintance; and  I  do  not  know  that  I  shall  be 
particularly  anxious  to  form  the  acquaintance  of 
such  a  Christian  teacher.  He  does  not  teach  that 
charity,  and  kindness,  and  good  will  on  earts, 
which  certainly  my  mother  and  my  preacher  were 
in  the  habi.  of  instilling  into  my  youthful  mind. 

Sir,  I  do  not  wish  to  occupy  time  unnecessarily; 
but  I  feel  that  the  Senate  are  entitled  to  know 
how  much  weight  is  due  to  the  opinions  of  these 
gentlemen  who  now  claim  to  speak  by  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Almighty  upon  a  political  question ; 
and  feel  that  it  is  due  that  the  Senate  should  knoiiT 
the  character  of  the  sermons  whi.-h  they  preach 
in  their  pulpits  on  political  questions.  We  are 
told  that  on  a  single  day,  within  the  last  mouth, 
one  thousand  five  hundred  or  two  thousand  ser- 
mons of  this  character  were  preached  in  the  New- 
England  Stales.  1  have  seen  extracts  from  over 
five  hundred  of  them,  and  my  impression  is,  that 
this  is  a  fair  sample  of  the  whole,  and  is  as  free 
from  profanity  and  vulgarity  as  the  average  of 
them.  I  have  now  before  me  a  specimen,  achoi'ce 
specimen,  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  special  at- 
tention of  my  friend  from  North  Carolina,  for  1 
know  that  he  will  enjoy  it.  It  is  from  the  same 
sermon : 

"  Why,  if  we  are  to  measure  the  intellectual 
strength  and  stature  of  the  giants  of  these  days  by 
such  exhibitions  as  this,  the  fable  of  Jack  tke 
Giant  Killer  might  find  realization  in  the  prowess 
of  any  child  often  years  who  sits  before  me,  who 
has  read  the  dictionary  and  the  sixth  and  nititk 
commandments. ' 

There  !  Who  does  not  admire  the  beauty  and 
wit  of  this  passage  "?  Is  he  not  worse  than  ati  in- 
fidel who  doubts  that  the  word  was  received  at 
"  God's  mouth'?" 

The  reverend  orator  proceeds  to  argue  the  ques- 
tion, but  I  will  pass  by  his  argument.  Neady 
everything  which  is  stated  in  it  as  a  fact  I  caa 
prove  to  be  untrue  by  the  records  of  Congress  ; 
but  I  am  rather  deterred  from  doing  so,  because 
he  assures   us  he  received  the  words  "at  God's 


*I)i  Senate,  May  9,  1854. — Mr.  Douglas.  I  rise, 
Mr.  President,  for  the  purpose  of  saying  a  single 
woid  in  explanation.  I  stated  yesterday  that  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Richardson,  from  whose  sermon  I  then 
quoted,  was  a  Connecticut  man,  as  I  believed.  I 
have  received  a  note  to-day,  from  a  member  of  his 
congregation,  who  happens  to  be  in  the  city,  sta- 
ting that  he  is  a  Kentuckian,  and  not  from  Con- 
necticut. He  says  Dr.  Richardson  came  from  Ken- 
tucky to  him  with  a  letter  of  introduction  from  an 
eminent  Kentuckian  ;  that  he  was  present  and 
heard  that  sermon  delivered,  and  lef^t  the  church 
because  of  its  delivery  on  the  Sabbath  day.  I 
make  this  correction  by  the  authority  oj  one  of 
Mr.  Richardson's  congregation. 


mouth;"  and  therefore  the  records  of  Congress 
must  be  false  !  Sir,  in  this  line  of  argument  we  j 
lave  not  a  fair  chance.  He  overrules,  by  a  sin. 
gle  expression,  all  our  arguments,  destroys  all 
our  facts,  reverses  the  history  of  the  country,  an- 
nihilates and  expunges  all  the  records  to  which 
we  are  accustomed  for  the  evidences  of  truth  in 
former  legislation.     He  says  : 

"I  have  thus  glanced  briefly  at  the  various 
points  and  arguments  embraced  under  this  head 
of  the  subject.  And  after  this  review,  and  after 
many  a  weary  day  and  night  of  thought  and  read- 
ing ill  reference  to  it,  I  find  it  neither  in  my  judg- 
ment nor  my  conscience  to  say  but  one  thing  of 
the  proposed  abolition  of  the  Missouri  covenant, 
and  that  is:  that,  if  consummated,  it  would  be  a 
most  iiagrant  breach  of  honor,  truth,  good  faith, 
and  justice,  worthy  of  a  Nero  or  a  Napoleon  HI.,  ' 
but  unworthy  of  any  man  in  whom  tliere  dwells 
the  least  reverence  for  human  right  or  divine  pre- 
cept." 

Well,  that  is  his  opinion  of  us  all.  If  he  only 
knew  how  bad  it  makes  us  feel  for  him  to  say  so. 
surely  he  would  not  have  been  so  cruel  as  to  have 
said  it.  It  is  gratifying  to  know,  however,  that 
there  is  a  small  minority  on  this  floor  who  have 
escaped  this  severe  chastisement. 

"  It  is  in  this  regard  that  it  is  fit  to  say  to  our 
rulers  and  legislators  who  advance  and  advocate 
this  measure,  ye  do  a  wicked  and  ungodly  thing — 
one  which  will  not  merely  call  down  upon  your 
leads  the  execrations  of  an  indignant  people,  but 
the  curse  of  an  angry  Judge,  who  from  His  high 
throne  in  heaven  looks  down  and  watches  all  the 
affairs  of  men." 

Thus  we  were  all  excommunicated — excommu 
Jiicated  by  the  authority  of  the  Almighty,  and  the 
people  were  invited  to  visit  upon  us  their  indig- 
nation and  disgrace.  As  I  said  before,  some  of 
the  people  responded  immediately  by  hanging  and 
burning  me  in  eifigy,  perhaps  in  this  reverend 
gentleman's  presence,  certainly  within  a  few  doors 
of  his  residence.  Yet,  I  confess,  I  have  not  lull 
faith  that  he  possessed  either  the  power  of 
prophecy  or  of  revelation.  I  doubt  his  authority. 
la  another  passage,  speaking  of  Congress,  he 
says  : 

"A  total  disregard  of  all  these  measures  of  pub- 
lic concern  ;  a  neglect  even  of  the  most  indispen- 
sible  and  ordinary  business  of  our  Congress,  the 
■wheels  of  government  almost  stopped,  the  sena- 
tors and  representatives  may  plot,  and  war,  and 
■wrangle,  lor  the  violation  of  the  national  honor  , 
private  and  public  claims,,  at  home  and  abroad, 
cast  contemptuously  aside,  or  thrown  into  the  gulf 
of  oblivion  which  yawns  beneatli  the  table  and 
committee." 

Thus  you  have  the  judgment  of  Heaven  pro- 
Bounced  upon  all  here.  I  have  a  great  many  to 
share  with  me  in  the  responsibility.  This  man 
says  he  receives  the  word  at  God's  mouth ;  of 
course,  therefore,  you  cannot  disbelieve  him. 
Speaking  of  the  effect  of  the  bill,  and  the  motives 
for  its  passage,  he  says  : 

"All  harmony,   and  older,  and  quiet,  and  sta 
bility,  all  honor,  truth,  and  equity  ;  all  immolated 
on  the  altar  of  political  and  partisan  aggrandize- 1 
icent  I" 

What  complimentary  language  !  How  very 
becoming  the  pulpit !  How  admirably  adapted 
to  the  Sabbath  day !     Now,  let  me  give  another 


•'If  the  chosen  rulers  and  representatives  of  the 
people,  the  head  and  fountain  of  authority  and 
law,  prove  so  regardless  of  the  nation's  pledged 
and  plighted  faith,  so  recreant  to  the  principles  of 
honesty  and  truth,  what  shall  be  expected  in  refer- 
ence to  the  pledges,  promises,  and  engagements 
of  private  and  social  life?  Will  not  men  find  am- 
ple cloak  and  apology  lor  the  violation  of  all  truth 
and  acknowledged  obligation  in  the  national  vio- 
lation of  similar  bonds'?  And  so  this  apple  of  dis- 
cord becomes,  through  the  alchemy  of  a  corrupt 
human  notion,  an  egg,  from  which  shall  issue  a 
countless  brood  of  traitors,  liars,  and  covenatiZ- 
breakers.''' 

Are  not  these  kind  words — "traitors,"  "liars," 
"  covenant-breakers  V  Do  you  not  admire  the 
Christian  spirit  which  prompted  them,  and  which 
they  are  so  well  calculated  to  instill  into  the  minds 
of  his  hearers'?  So  appropriate  on  the  Sabbath 
day  !  So  well  calculated  to  banish  from  the  heart 
all  malice,  hatred,  and  unkindness  ! 

Surely  they  are  nice  words  to  have  taught  to  our 
children,  and  noble  sentiments  for  them  te  che;  isk 
towards  our  public  men  ! 

I  come  now,  sir,  to  the  last  extract  from  this 
sermon  to  which  I  wish  to  call  attention.  After 
announcing  the  passage  of  the  bill  by  this  body, 
he  describes  the  scene  on  the  3d  of  March  as  fol- 
lows : 

'■  They  passed  it  inthenight,fitti7i.g  time  for  suck 
a  deed  of  darkness,  and  then,  just  beforethe  morning 
dawn,  luhen  iniquity  and  dishonor  are  accustomed 
to  seek  their  hiding-places,  these  destroyers  of  the 
national  faith  and  peace  sought  theirsP 

Mr.  President,  these  are  all  the  extracts  to  which 
I  deem  it  necessary  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  and  the  nation,  to  show  the  character  of 
these  political  anti-Nebraska  sermons  that  are  be- 
ing preached  upon  the  Sabbath  day,  in  our  pulpits, 
throughout  the  free  States.  I  submit  the  question 
to  the  Senate  and  to  tlie  country,  who  is  the  best 
friend  of  our  Christian  religion,  he  who  assumes 
the  sacred  place  to  convert  it  into  a  meeting  where 
angry  passions  shall  be  aroused,  and  epithets  of 
calumny  and  slander  hurled  on  others,  or  he  who 
would  keep  the  politician  within  the  sphere  of  his 
own  proper  limits,  and  the  preacher  within  the 
sphere  of  his  religious  and  clerical  duties?  Sir, 
I  am  glad  to  find  that,  although  the  political 
preachers  have  made  such  strenuous  efforts,  they 
have  been  able  to  bring  so  few  men  to  endorse 
their  conduct. 

It  is  well  known  that  there  is  an  organizatioa 
by  which  a  copy  of  the  New  England  protest  has 
been  sent  to  every  preacher  of  every  denomina- 
tion, in  all  the  free  States  of  this  Union,  for  his 
signature.  Every  minister  fias  been  appealed  to, 
and  yet  they  have  been  able  to  bring  to  their  sup- 
port but  comparatively  a  small  number.  This 
shows  that  the  great  mass  of  the  Christian  minis- 
ters, the  great  mass  of  preachers  of  the  Gospel, 
abhor  this  attempt  to  prostitute  religion  into  the 
means  of  elevating  men  into  power.  The  great 
mass  are  unwilling  in  the  pulpit  to  utter  slander, 
and  falsehood,  and  calumny,  against  public  men  in 
a  place  where  no  answer  can  be  made,  and  no  vin- 
dication can  be  put  forth.  I  submit,  sir,  whether 
it  is  fair  as  between  man  and  man,  whether  it  is 
honest,  on  the  part  of  ministers  of  the  Gospel  to- 
wards their  congregations,  to  pursue  such  a  course. 
They  take  a  partisan  view  of  the  subject  in  these 
sermons.  They  fix  the  character  of  each  public 
man.    They  endorse   this   man ;   they   condema 


that.  They  endorse  this  political  party ;  they  ex- 
communicate that.  They  give  what  pretends  to 
be  a  true  statement  of  the  facts  of  the  question  ; 
when  that  statement  is  derived  from  the  address 
and  speeches  of  the  abolition  confederates,  and 
cxDHtradicted  by  the  records  of  the  country,  and 
these  records  are  not  allowed  to  be  produced. 

If  these  statements  are  put  forth  upon  the 
stump,  we  can  refute  them.  If  they  should  be 
put  forth  anywhere  else  than  in  the  pulpit,  or  ex- 
cept upon  the  Sabbath  day,  we  can  disprove  them. 
What  would  these  gentlemen  think  of  me  if  I 
were^to  violate  the  holy  Sabbath  day  by  going  into 
Chicago,  and  on  that  day  making  a  stump  speech 
in  vindication  of  the  Nebraska  bill  ?  If  they  have 
a  right  to  discuss  it  on  the  Sabbath  day  in  opposi- 
tion, may  I  not  expose  their  slanders  by  vindi- 
cating the  truth  ?  Sir,  this  is  an  attempt  to  con- 
vert the  Sabbath  into  the  great  day  of  the  hust- 
jiigs,  to  make  it  a  great  day  of  electioneering,  to 
get  people  out  on  the  Sabbath  for  the  purpose  of 
hearing  stump  speeches;  and  in  the  most  conve- 
nient of  all  modes  ;  for  if  you  wish  to  blacken  the 
character  of  a  man,  you  can  do  it  then  with  secu- 
rity and  with  impunity,  because  no  man  can  rise 
up  and  expose  the  slander,  although  a  dozen  liv- 
ing w^itnesses  may  be  present  and  know  it  to  be  a 
slander. 

I  say,  sir,  that  the  purity  ol  the  Christian  church, 
the  purity  of  our  holy  religion,  and  the  preserva- 
tion of  our  free  institutions,  require  that  church 
and  State  shall  be  separated ;  that  the  preacher 
on  the  Sabbath  day  shall  find  his  text  in  the  Bible ; 
shall  preach  "Jesus  Christ  and  him  crucified;" 
shall  preach  from  the  Holy  Scriptures,  and  not  at 
tempt  to  control  the  political  organizations  and 
political  parties  of  the  day.  Now,  I  undertake  to 
say  that  this  preacher,  in  the  sermon  from  which 
I  have  quoted,  used  language  in  regard  to  me 
which  no  gentleman  could  use  on  this  floor  with- 
out losing  his  character  as  a  gentleman  unworthy 
of  the  association  of  honorable  men.  He  used 
language  in  regard  to  me  in  that  sermon  which 
he  could  not  be  permitted  to  use  in  any  decent 
man's  dwelling.  He  used  language  which  could 
not  have  been  used  in  the  presence  of  any  friend 
of  mine  upon  any  street  or  in  any  public  place. 
You  may  search  all  the  dictionaries  in  vain  for  an 
offensive  epithet — one  either  of  calumny,  of  op- 


probrium, or  of  insult,  which  cannot  be  ioisa^m 
that  political  sermon. 

I  understand  the  object.  It  is  to  bring  up  » 
crusade  against  my  private  character;  to  opeKste 
in  the  elections  for  the  benefit  of  certain  poiisji- 
cians.  It  is  not,  perhaps,  improper  to  reittscfe 
that,  even  in  this  sermon,  the  clergyman  wha  <S&- 
livered  it  used  the  very  language  of  a  documffisS: 
which  first  emanated  from  persons  holding  .seaSs 
on  this  floor,  over  their  own  signatures.  I  say, 
then,  there  is  reason  to  believe  that  each  of  tfcesis 
clergymen,  who  has  enlisted  in  this  politicsii  ens- 
sade,  has  been  made  the  mere  tool  and  ioaaa- 
ment — in  ■  any  cases  nnconsciou>ly — of  the  oaa- 
spirators  on  this  floor  against  the  private  charasaair 
of  gentlemen  whom  they  dare  not  meet  iss.  ant 
open  and  fair  field.  The  great  body  of  ibssc 
preachers  have  been  misled.  I  do  not  beUewe 
that,  of  the  five  hundred  whose  names  are  aji>- 
pended  to  this  memorial,  there  are  more  thaa  fiein 
who  will  not  repudiate  the  conspiracy  aad  t&e 
conspirator*  when  they  shall  fully  understafsd  t&e 
facts.  The  question  which  I  submit  to  the  coaa- 
try  is,  whether  politicians  here  shall  be  atiowed 
to  use  the  pulpit  to  issue  slander  and  caScxaay 
which  they  dare  not  utter  in  the  face  of  the  fBsaji 
against  whom  they  are  directed. 

These,  sir^  are  the  questions  to  be  presenteii  !» 
the  people;  these  are  the  questions  involveiS  am 
this  controversy.  I  intend  to  speak  plainly  Jiese-, 
and.  when  I  go  before  my  constituents,  I  sSisdl 
speak  equally  plain,  and  call  things  by  their  ctg&t 
names.  If  this  war  upon  private  character,  agow. 
motives,  upon  men,  with  a  view  to  their  disgraoe, 
as  is  the  avowed  object,  is  to  be  pursued,  %ve  sli^ 
find  some  responsible  men  who  will  have  to  tate 
as  well  as  give  blows.  Thus  far  I  have  acted «« 
the  defcHsive.  I  intend  to  keep  on  the  defeasswe. 
I  intend  to  continue  to  act  in  the  defence  o€  asf 
own  character,  in  defence  of  my  own  motives,  iia 
defence  of  the  true  principles  of  the  Constitaama, 
in  defence  of  the  Christian  religion,  in  defence oC 
the  holy  religion  of  our  fathers,  and  not  allov.*  tfe  Ho 
be  corrupted  to  base  purposes,  if  it  is  iniuy  paw«!» 
to  prevent  it.  This  is  all  J  have  to  say  oa.  S6e 
subject,  except  to  make  my  letter  to  the  Chi<cs5g» 
clergy  a  part  of  these  remarks,  and  put  it  iat-j  S^' 
debates  as  a  part  of  this  transaction. 
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